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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


In the matter of the Application 


CHARLES J. LANTZ, 


-against- 


Petitioner, 


PETITION FOR A WRIT 
OF HABEAS CORPUS 


ROBERT C. SEAMANS, JR., Secretary of : 
the Air Force, 

Respondent. 


TO THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 
THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK: 

The petition of Charles J. Lantz respectfully shows: 

Jurisdiction of this cause is conferred in this Court 
pursuant to Article I, Section 9, Clause 2 of the United States 
Constitution, and by 28 U.S.C. H52241 through 2244. 

Petitioner is presently a member of the United States 
Air Force Reserve, inactive under the jurisdiction of the Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force, Headquarters Air Reserve Personnel Center, 
3800 York Street, Denver, Colorado. 

Pursuant to that status, petitioner has never done any 
active duty under the jurisdiction of any other command. Peti¬ 
tioner now resides at 73-08 199th Street, Flushing, New York, with 

his family and is employed by the Legal Aid Society of the City 
of New York, in the Criminal Branch thereof at Criminal Court, 
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Queens County, New York. 


During the period where petitioner was in law school and 
on deferred status from commencing his term of active duty 
pursuant to his obligations as a ROTC graduate, petitioner became 
a conscientious objector to participation in war in any form. 
Petitioner has not been a conscientious objector until that time. 
By reason of his religious training and belief, petitioner is 
unable, without violating his religious beliefs, to participate 
in military activity in any form. 

On October 4, 1972 petitioner submitted his application 
for discharge as a conscientious objector and was interviewed by 
a Chaplain and psychiatrist, as required by AFR 35-24. 

On November 3, 1973 petitioner was afforded a hearing 
without a transcript being made in front of LTC BonTempo, pursuant 
to AFR 35-24. 

Between November 3, 1972 and the beginning of July 1973 
petitioner received no notification of any sort from the Air 
Force, except for a letter on or about December 11, 1973 that 
documentation from the Hearing Officer (LTC BonTempo) had not 
been received. 

On or about July 1, 1973, petitioner received a letter 
from the Department of the Air Force denying discharge as a 











conscientious objector on the grounds that "... you have not 
demonstrated that your beliefs are sincere and deeply held." 

(See Exhibit "A"). 

Petitioner has no other administrative remedy available 
to him, having exhausted the highest level of authority at which 
review is available, to wit, the Secretary of the Air Force. 

The United States Air Force is now restraining and de¬ 
taining petitioner in the United States Air Force Reserve without 
basis, due to its improper and unlawful denial of petitioner's 
application for conscientious objector separation. The particu¬ 
lars of said improper and unlawful restraint are as follows: 

(A) There is no basis in fact for the denial of 
petitioner's application on the grounds set forth by the Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force. 

(B) The Department of the Air Force, and the Secretary 
of the Air Force in particular, failed to fully consider the 
application and supporting documentation and to give petitioner 
an opportunity to rebut any information which was at odds with 
his application for a conscientious objector status. 

Petitioner is thus deprived of his liberty in violation 
of the Constitution and law of the United States in that he is 
denied free exercise of his religion as guaranteed by the First 

Amendment since he is compelled to participate in military service 
in violation of his religious beliefs and in that he is denied 
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due process of law since a right guaranteed to him by Congress 
is denied him without basis in fact. 

Petitioner has no remedy at law except to petition for 
a writ of habeas corpus. 

WHEREFORE, petitioner prays for the following relief: 

(1) that a writ of habeas corpus, or, in the alterna¬ 
tive, an order to show cause, issued directing the respondent to 
produce the body of CHARLES J. LANTZ before this Court at such 
time as may be designated in the writ, or in the order to show 
cause, and that respondent show cause, if he has any, why CHARLES 
J. LANTZ is being detained by him and not liberated from such 
improper and unlawful restraint; 

(2) that a restraining order issue restraining the 
respondent from issuing orders of activation and from removing 
petitioner frcm this Federal District pending the hearing of this 
petition; 

(3) that the Court order respondent to discharge 
petitioner with an honorable discharge from the United States 
Air Force; and 

(4) that petitioner be granted such other and further 
relief as to this Court may seem just and proper. 


Charles J. Lantz, Petitioner 







STATE OF NEW YORK ) ss> . 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

CHARLES J. LANTZ, being duly sworn, deposes and says 
that he is thepetitioner in the within action and has read the 
foregoing petition for a writ of habeas corpus and knows the con¬ 
tents thereof; that the same is true of his own knowledge, except 
as to the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and 
belief, and that as to these matters he believes them to be true. 


Charles J. Lantz 


Sworn to before me this 
21st day of august, 1973. 


FREDERICK H. COHN 
Lefcourt, Brennan, Cohn & Katz 
Attorneys for Petitioner 
640 Broadway 

New York, New York 10012 
(212) 677-1552 
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DEPARTMENT OF fHE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS AIR RESERVE PERSONNEL CENTER 
3CC9YORK STREET 

DENVER, COLORADO S020S « » 11 


2 7 J(JN 1973 


REPLY TO 

ATTN OF: DPAAD 



subject: Resignation as a Conscientious Objector (Your Ltr, 9 October 1972) 


to: 2d Lt Charles J. Lantz, 276-96-8026, USAFR 
73-08 199th Street 
Flushing NY 11366 


1. We have been advised by Headquarters United States Air Force 
that,upon the recommendation of the Air Force Personnel Board, the 
Secretary of the Air Force, on 8 June 1973, declined to classify 
you as a conscientious objector within the meaning of Air Force 
Regulation 35-29. It has been determined by the Secretary of the 
Air Force that you have not demonstrated that your beliefs are sin¬ 
cere and deeply held. 

2. Further, the Secretary does not accept your tender of resigna¬ 
tion submitted on 9 October 1972, under the provisions of Air Force 
Regulation 95-92, paragraph 10. 

FOR THE COMMANDER 

4 

TWA W. FULTON 

Chief, Sopamtlons Dlvlrn.cn 

Diyoctor&to of Porsormel Actions 


AOONESS CORRESPONDENCE TO "ARPC" ATTN. THE OKF.CE SYMBOL REFERENCED ABOVE 
INCLUDE YOUR SOCIAL SECURITY ACCOUNT NUMBER 







( 1 ) Charles Jeffery Lnntz 

» 

(2) 276 ^6 0026 (social security number) 

( 3 ) 33 37 ^7 3^1 (selective sorvlce number) 

i / 

(<0 

( 5 ) 13 ^ North High Street, Lancaster, Ohio 43130 

» 

(6) a. Lancaster High School, Infirmary Road, Lancaster, Ohio 

September, 1962 - Juno, 1965 

* v / 

b, Donlson University, Granvlllo, Ohio 
September, 1965 - June, 1966 
♦ 

C. Kenyon.College. Gambler,• Ohio 
September, i960 - June, 1969 





d. The Washington College of Law, Tho American University, 
Massachusetts and Nebraska Avenues, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
September, 1969 - present 

r ^ 

• •• 

( 7 ) Scars Roebuck, West Main Street, Lancaster, Ohio 
stock boy and rccolvlng dock, Juno - July, 1965 

b. U.S. Congressman Walter H. Moeller, H.O.B., 'Washington, D.C. 
Congressional Intern, July « September, 1965 

• 

c. U.S. Congressman John M. Ashbrook, H.O. 3 ., Washington, D.C. 
Congressional Intorn, Juno - September, 1966 

Rosearch Assistant, September - December, 1966 
« y June - September, 1967 

/ • Juno - September, 1969 ' 

d. VISTA, summer volunteer, ’Washington, D.C., July - August, 1967 

» 

e. Operation Headstart, volunteer, Gamblor, Ohio, October - 
December, 1967 

,.S 

f. U.S. Scnntor'Charlco Muthlns, volunteer research, Washington, 
D.C., October - Doccaber, 1969 


g. The Drug Offenders' Rights Committee Inc., co-founder, Director, 
The American University, January, y l 970 - present 

h 

h. Mobilization Against the War, legal observer, 1970 - 71 


1 . 
3 • 


The Washington Workshops, Mount Vernon Junior College, 
Washington, D.C., Instructor Juno - August, 1970 

Dickson and Kendrick, 2030 16 th, Arlington, Virginia, law clerk, 
(volunteer) December, 1970 - present 


k. John W, ICarr, Tho Washington. Building, 15 th and Now York Avo. 
Washington, D.C., law olurk, January - April, 1971 


;;w 
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ft 


(7) aontluuM 


1. The Gardner School of Business, Avondale, Maryland, Instructor 
of college law, August - September, 1971 

( 0 ) 13/; North High Street, Lancaster, Ohio is ay parents* .address 

July - September, I9651 130 Sixth St., S.E., Washington, D.C. 

September,-1965 - June, 19661 Curtis East Dormitory, Denison Unlv. 

Granville, Clio 

Juno - September, 19661 1923 N St., N.W., Washington, D.C. 

September, 1966 - June, 196 ? 1 East Division 

September, 1967 - June, 1968 Kenyon'College' 

September, 1963 - June, 19 69 Gambler, Ohio 

June - September, 19671 1*202 37 th St.,N.W., Washington, D.C. 

June, 1969 - June, 1970 1 1932 Rosemary Hills Drive, Silver Spring,!!!. 


June ,1970 - April, 1971 * 2615 Holman Avcnuo, Silver Spring, M&. 
April - August, 1971 * 171*8 Taylor St. N.W., Washington, D.C. 
August, 1971 to present 1 5220 Klingle St.,N.W., Washington, D.C. 

( 9 ) Mr.(James) and Mrs. (Eileen) Lantz (both living) 

13 ‘* North High Street, Lancaster,'Ohio, 1*3130 

( 10 ) both are Methodists \ 

( 11 ) NO 

(12) yes 
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( 7 ) addition 

m. The Legal Aid Society of New York City; Criminal Courts 
Division; Queens, New York - August, 1972 to present 




/ f 

/T 


\ \ 
. i 
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>•. ( 1 ) 

There is nn absolute direction to my life. If I acted in 
way which le inconsistent with this direction I would not be able 
to live Kith myself. 

My religion Includes a duty to my God which is superior to ur.y 

duty that I could owe to another individual or political entity. 

My God is the supreme guiding force which directs me to do what .s 

right and moral and to serve humanity. My God is a personal one 

► 

that comes from within me. I do not necessarily conceive of my 
God as a supernatural physical person, though, there is no question 

that He does exist as the guiding force in my life. My God could 

% •• 

be likened to what somo people might call the moral conscience 
that directs their being. My duty to ray God is such that I cannot 
volltionally do anything inconsistent with His direction; to do so 
would be unconsclenable immorality and hypocrisy. 

Certain absolute convictions of morality are basic td my Go;.. 
They are the product of my religious and scholastic training and 
life experiences. Human 1 tarinnism, brotherhood, and mutual respect 
for others are what I know to be necessary as guides to living t 
civil and moral life. Theoe convictions of morality provide n stan¬ 
dard by which acts and attitudes are to be Judged. I cannot in 
good conscience do something which I know is Immoral; if I did £ 
would betray all that I believe in and have fought for. 

Because of the very nature of man certain fundamental morn. 
principles KU 37 exist as a guide to his behavior. There car. bo 
civil society and no human uolf-reopect unless man is directed 1 ,/ 
a sense of morality. Life is worthless in a state without morally. 


I 


i 


- 11 a- 














>* 

b. (1) page 2 ! 

t 

j'<- 1 < on this basis that I must follow the raoxvil •' **?> v 1 ot i-M-; '*• 

I know to bo right. I may not betray my God and ay fellow man. 

.f 1 

Every/individual hao a very precious and sacred phenomenon 

in his lifo. With life an individual has a chance to grow, to 

love, and to,contribute to mankind. Lifo runs a natural course, 

which no other person has a right to stop, and to do so would be 

a transgression against my God. War and all of its incidents by 

definition lead to the destruction of life - and life Is sacred. 

The rithal that I follow is a devotion to serve mankind, 

and to make real the true brotherhood of man. As part of this 

devotion I am dedicated to do all that I can in ridding society 

of hatred, hypocrisy, sooial illness, violence and war. I sincerely 

1 • 
believe that mankind must live in a civil and harmonious state 

rather than the immoral condition of fear, discord, and hatred 

that exists in the world today. To do otherwise is Irreligious and 

immoral. 

Fundamental to my religion is the obligation to follow the 1 
Golden Rule in my everyday life. I will do for others what I hope 
they do for mo. The Golden Rule provides a guide by which an 
individual shows respect for the rights of others. I may not infringe 
on another’s onjoyment of his life; but I will assist another if 
he is in need. 

As stated above, I believe that certain acts are -Immoral.- 
Foremost aro those which reject the sanctity of life and the 
feeling of brotherhood between men. These acts undermine the eui-Dlv.nco 
of a moral and civil aoolety; they are what I am dedicated to 
against. Killing, vlolcnco, war, hatred and hypocrisy are immoral. 










(i) rJ 

a, 7 i unable to participate in any activity which results in the 
killing, hating, or the intentional injury of another. As a 
civil and moral person guided by God and religion I have no 
right to injure another person - nor does anyono have that right. 
Violence and war preolpltate the rejection of brotherhood and 
reason. The ultimate result of war is death and suffering; it is 
the antithesis of morality and civility. War arid violence by 
definition accomplish nothing .good or moral, but rather, cause 
hatred between people, distrust, and misery for mankind. My relig¬ 
ious oonvictlons require that moral and civil man aspire to a 
higher interaction for the settlement of disputes than war. 

Underlying my lnabllllty to participate in a war oriented 
organization suoh as the Air Force is my conviction that to lend 
one's efforts in an£ capacity to tholr mission is to become an 
accessory to war and all of its unconsnienable aspects. 

I have a moral obligation to help my fellow man and my country• 
In doing so however I am nevertheless bound by the strict dictates 
of my God and religion. I may not bo part of that which is immoral 
since to do so would be antithetical to the very nature of my 
being. 


t. 
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The factors which made me a Conscientious Objector have 


occurred In tho past two and one-half years. These factors 

t 

worked on my basic religious beliefs and strengthened them to 
the extent that I found that I can no longer be a part of a 


war organization* 

My parents’, with whom I am very close, are very humanitarian 

01 V 

and religious people. My father Is a Director of his church (The 
Sixth Avenue Methodist Church In Lancaster, Ohio). I had an ex¬ 
tremely" ‘oloseTelatlonohlp with my grandfather - Elon G. Weaver* - 

S • ; 

who was the moat religious man I have ever known. I attended Sunday- 
School at the First Methodist Church of Lancaster, Ohio from an 

early age. I participated In the Youth Fellowship, the Youth Choir, 

* ■ 

and confirmation olasses until I was thirteen years old. Although 
1 had misgivings about ray affiliation with that particular Church* 

at thlrtoci^ 1 was confirmed there. 

•) 

During the fall of I960, I become increasingly alienated fro;* 

1 

my Church. The pastor, Georgo Herd, earlier had preached the value 
of the brothorhood of man and the Golden Rule, but In i 960 he 
began to use his pulpit to wage a political canpaign against John 
F. Kennedy; ^attacking Kennedy solely on the basis of his Catholicism. 

fT . 

He gave rao^my first lesson In the hypocrisy of some orthodox r 
gions. In 196)1 I decided that In good conscience I could not con¬ 
tinue attending that Church because its Pastor and so many of its 


members pny*.d only lip service to the principles that I felt were 
so important. ^ 
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b. (2) pnge^2 


Throughout my childhood my grandTather Weaver and uy par3ato 
stressed the Importance of being honest with myself, of doing 
what my oonsolenco told me was right, of respecting other peoplo's 
rights, and of doing humanitarian deeds to help others. My grand¬ 
father always provided me with a great souroe of Information for 

r 

my questions regarding religion, the nature of God, and the ideal 
relationships of mankind. Ho often had me participate with him In 
his daily scripture readings. And more Important, he, as my parents, 
provided me a living example of ono who applied his religious 
beliefs to ^hls dally life. Both my parents and my grandfather have 
boen loved by most evoryone they have come into contact with. They 
have been rospectcd both for their Ideals and the fact that they • 
always follow their conscience as to what Is right. Their primary 
concern has always boen to help pther people without regard to com- 

i 

pensatlon. 

My grandfather had an "answer 1 ’ which I feel provides me with 

the basis of my beliefs, I have tried to follow the principles 

he valued* one should never betray what he Jcnows to be right; man Is 

capable of high Intellect arid should seek to uso his Intellect in 

maxing life setter for all mankind; Interpersonal relationships 

with all raon should bo based upon love, kindness, understanding, and 

respect; any conflict can be resolved by a coming together of tho 

* 

m*.r.ds; that life Is tho greatest thing that a person has and one 
should not Infringe on another’s life; and underlying everything - 
ohnt ovory man should treat others In a way that he himself would 
want to be treated, 

1 feel that I have fallowed the examples of my parents and 
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1'. (2) pace 3 

t>-alfathcr in directing ray lire to adding others. ii.,.re i„ i4 „ 

way. that I can, in good conscience, betray the beliefs that arc such 
a basic part of me. 

My beliefs have matured even further In the last two and one- 
half years as a result of a great deal of soul-scarchins subsequent 
to close relationships with people who are vehemently against war, 
people who have served in the military and Vietnam, several very 
revealing and horrifying occurences, and a necessary reasscsmer.t of 
my earlier Justification of a war of defense. 

At the time I Joined Advanced ROTC I felt that war was an 
unfortunate though legitimate means to achieve a moral end. 

In a sense, I believed that the end Justified the means If the 
end was an ascertainable moral right. To me, the Vietnam war was 
undertaken for the protection of the innocent people of South 

I 

Vietnam from the inhumane treatment by the oemmunists. In the 
19^0*8 I was revolted when I read of the communists torturing and’ 
murdering the Innocent villagers of South Vietnam. In following with 
my belief in humanltarlanlsm I belloved In some distorted way that 
the American forces wore Justified in the use of violent force in’ 

* performing their mission of protection and salvation. Justified in 
the sense that it was acceptable to kill a few inhumane communists 
as a protective measure for the innocents. Although I had difficulties 
with this Justification, It nevertheless appeared to me to be tin: 
only reasonable way to achieve a moral end. I thought that I could 

participate in the Judge Advocate General and consequently not 
associate with the inhumanity of the w/ir. 


« 


i 
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b. (2) page 4 

In the summer of 19 69 I was confronted with a much more 
realistic view of the Vietnam war arid the use of violent force 
than I had In the Ivory Tower of Kenyon College. I saw a number 
of anti-war exhibits In Washington D.C. and New York City which 
affected mo very deeply. I realized for the first time that life 
was valued so little by the war forces. I spoke to several 
Vietnam veterans and a Vietnamese acquaintance who further 
substantiated the often Indiscriminate sufIorlng inflicted on 
both the guilty and the innooent. 

Taking all of the evidence most favorable to the moral end 

lrt Vietnam I found that I simply could not Justify the violent means 

used there. The misery was even mo i cevere because of the means; 

every accidental killing of civilians caused me to doubt the 

reasonablness and morality of my Justification of the war. There 

was too much disregard for the lives of children e;d other innocent 

« 

villagers for me to accept the war effort as a reasonable means. 

I did not think the end was worth the suffering which the people 
were incurring. I came to believe that my theoretical Justification' 
of the Vietnam war was full of holes when I was faced with this 
reality. 

Into the fall of 1969 I began to manifest my beliefs into 
action against the Vlotnam war. In conscience, I had to participate 
In demonstrations against the war, hoping that In some way I 
might help bring It to an end. 

During this time in law school I had frequent discussions with 
classmates who were former military personnel (John K. Zwerllrtg, 

Michael Rich, Franklin Reynolds, John Robinson, and Peter Sumer). 
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b. (2) page 5 


x urn ted to find out more about my duties as a** officer t.ni .. 
actlvitcs of JAG. From my many discussions with those Individuals 
I also learned quite a lot about the methods by which the military 
achieves its anda. 

Into 1970 I participated in a great many discussions about th< 


war and war in general with many individuals (Glenn Gilman, George 
Vince, David Sunshine, Rodger Priest, Karvln Miller, Alan Oilman). 
These discussions cause-d me great Internal turmoil about my feelings 
of morality and my Justification of some war. I was opposed to 
the continuation of the Vietnam war, but I did not feel that that 
in itself was adequate for my dropping out of the military com- 
pietely because I did not rule out the possibility tu&t war might 

« 

In some cases be necessary to achieve a moral end, Ky discussions 
with these individuals helped me to realize that a moral end 
cannot be achieved by an immoral means. 

I always fundamentally believed that lfe was a very Sacred thin 
ar-d that no one should Infringe on another*s life. The exception 
that I had to this belief became Increasingly difficult for me to 
accept In light of what was going on in my mind. The reality that 
there can be NO Justification for hilling came to me as a result 
of those discussions coupled with the very shocking news of tho 
mar.racve at My Lai and tho ruthless murders of the Kent Scate 
students by the American military. These incidents came down on 
me very hard and forced me to rencsoss tho basic mission of the 
military of which I was part and of war as what it really is. 







" t 

b. (2) page 6 

✓i ~ 

That summer (1970) I spent quite? a bit of tine Ly . 
trying to workout In my mind whether my Justification,that s:-ic 
war could be/Just, was wrong, and consequently, whether I could 

ft 

be part of tho military. Early words from my grandfather came to 
» 

mind and had an enforced meaning to me. frly Justification, that 

in some casotr war could be used as a means to a moral end, was 
„ * 

really Inconsistent with everything I had ever learned* people 
should value life, people should work out their differences 
civilly and ^humanely, and even as trite as it sounds - two wrongs 
do not make a right, I was al-^ys taught that life was sacred; 

\ J 

that it was wrong to Injure another person. Up to this time, howover 
* * 

I felt that sometimes, war and death was the only recourse to 

aooompllsh a moral end. Tho discussion X had and the very harsh 
V 

Instances of Mylal and Kent Stato shocked me so much that I could 
no longer Justify murder for A1IY purpose*. 

I 

I had to face the truth that it wa3 hypocritical of eje to think 

that a moral end could be achieved by a violent immoral act. Man’s 

*■ / 

lnhumantly to man by the use of violence and death v/as a violation 

of the sanotlty of life, rogardlec3 of how It is clothed. Eased 
. ; * • • * 
upon a less naive view of the use of force and my conviction that 

there is always murder, mayhem, and indiecriminate killing in 

war, I wur convinced that war could not be Justified to achiovo a 

moral end. , . * 

■./ ; 

My feelings about war became much more general in scope. 1 
could no longer distinguish tho role that tho military plays in 

. i 

» ■* 

Vietnam from the role that it plays in any wart its ultimate 
purpose is to kill - to murder people whoso only crime 1g to be a 
liorth Vietnamese, Gorman, or* a dissenting student* and to me 








▼ ' - 


Ll_ 


» 

b. (?) page 7 

tiv<c la neediest* and Immoral. The function of Lha military j .^ 
to achieve a usually moral end through violent means and this is 
hypocritical. I had always felt very uneasy about my Justifica¬ 
tion of killing an enemy when more civil means of action were 
available. What right does the military have in killing another? 
What right does the state have in executing a criminal? No right. 
Moral civilization depends upon people following a moral code; 
out of necessity that code cannot allow killing. 

The above development ultimately resulted in a concept of 
God and religion which precludes the active participation or 
tacit agreement with any act or function whose ultimate purp9se is 
war and killing. 


< 


-20a- 




» 











9 
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* 


) In /oil owli*. , with answer b. (;») Ik. w.io 1.'. >. : .o In,. : - 

• - «viy fall of 19*/b th.u X finally Ctckc . I c.-.;lw 

° port of an organization that node war. 'Ay belief oc to what :v;.r 
is anti what role the military plays in its perpetration came to a 
full development at this point. 


My religious values would no longer allow me to accept killing 
as legitimate for any purpose. Because of this belief I an unable 
to participate in any activity which directly or indirectly hoc 
killing and war as its purpose. t 


« 


ONLY COPY AVAILABLE 
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b. ''<) 

TIu re tu*e many kinds of man made force that must be cvi. ,ie t ■. i.u 
here. Gome types of force ns restraining and moral, have legitimate 
value, while violent force has no place In moral anu civil society 
or in my life. 

I believe in the use of moral reason as the only force to 
deal with Inequities and situations which are wrong or evil. An 
example of this type of force la when people peacefully demonstrate 
against an evil or refuse to participate in the perpetration of an 
evil.They morally oppose the evil so they will form a peaceful 
demonstration directed to the policy makers and public at large to 
bring attention to their objection to the evil condition. Thu type of 
demonstrations that I have participated in to show objection to such 
an evil as war are non-violent, they must be in order to be moral. 
Violent demonstrations are immoral; they % only antagonize people and 
lead to injury and misunderstanding between people. Gandhi pointed 
out that violence leads to bitterness and misery while non-violent 
demonstrations or civil disobedience results in mutual respect ar.d 
love. The force element in moral reason is that the people to whom 
it is directed aro "forced” to recognize the existence of the evil 
or at lonot to realize that certain people feel that an evil condition 
cnould be rectified. 

If I am confronted with a situation which oould result in 
violence I will leave. I have done so on numerous occnsrlons in 
the pact. Three specific instances come to mind* during a demonstra¬ 
tion at the U.3. Department of Justice in Washington, in Kay, lV?l 
left when it became obvious that many of the other demonstrators 
were Intent on becoming violent. During the same period, at 22ud Ct. 


I 
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of demonstrators that they wouli noc accomplish anything vcrw.irl.i. j-c 
by destroying a police motor scooter* And at the demonsoTat 
at Ward Circle, in Washington, in April, 1970 I attempted to talk 
other demonstrators out of throwing rocks at the police; when * 
failed I left the area. If I am confronted with an individual beating 
up another person I will rostraln him or x’enove and hold him for the 
police; but I will not kill him or even injure him because to do co 
would be the same as an attack on all that my God stands for. 

Man made force can take on violent proportions which I am 
vehemently opposed to, since it is a direct transgression on, my 
God. Violence is that type of foroe which intentionally results in. 
Injury, death, or damage. As such, violence is immoral and barbaric. 
Civilized and moral man must be above violence, otherwise there is 
no hope for mankind. 

* 

The military force Is a perpetrator of violence. The force ui.teh 
it unleashes - war - causes death, injury and suffering throughout 
t..e world from Bengla Desh and Ireland to Vietnam. The very term 
"armed force" connotes a reliance upon a violent and uncontrol".. . 
.’oree aimed at human beings. The armed force destroys people vilrho.it 
r.tj regard to morality. Dally instances In Vietnam, Ireland*, India, 
Middle East, and the Kent State murders are examples of the 

t 

Military’s lack of concern for human life. Such an "armed fore is 
without 'juestlon immoral and irrational - rejecting every sens*' of 
i.u.onlty, reason, and brotherly love. The military force is or'.cnucd 
.o violence end murder; ac such, there is no way that I any coo.■ *r- 
with the military without selling out my Cod. And I will ri<.>* 
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b. (4) page 3 


o.o that. 


'Ay opposition to the use of force extends to the use of 
capital punishment since it is an act against the right of the 
individual to live out his life. Society has the right to control 
the individual, to prevent him from doing harm to others, but not 
to kill him. Capital punishment is not within tho legitimate 
power of man. 
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% 

•••y dally activities result from a religious coa;itvtin ;t thw.. 

,7 

T *. / t 

I must stjj^yo mankind. The method of my service is predicated on my 

background and education, 

t. 

There was a time In my life where my goal was success and 
/ 

financial oorifort. Ky activities were directed ultimately to provide 

'/u 

me with a sound flnanolal basis and place me In a comfortable social 
strata. Ky original Intention was to be a commercial or tax lawyer, 

S' i 

and my original curriculum was designed for that. As a growth and 
development of my beliefs clarified many things to mo, I dismissed my 
original Intention as an unacceptable end, and made the determination 
that the only way that 1 could live a moral life was to serve my 

fellow man. [ r 

1 "■ . 

On a dally basis I put my religious beliefs Into practice by 

* • st 

trying to serve others. As Dlrootor of the Drug Offenders* Rights 
Committee and Dlreotor of the American University Legal Aid Services 
I hope to provide legal assistance to individuals who car.npt afford 

the counsel they need. In the future I Intend to start a community 

•. * 

service law firm In an Impoverished area, or to work with some legal 

aid program. . . , 

« . 

I was a member of the ROTC whllo in collogo. I would NOT now 

participate with this aotlvlty. I will contlnuo to participate In 

fictlvltioo which are directed to ending vlolonco and war. And I will 

ccntlnuo to attempt to convince other people that they must reject 

violence and not lend themselves to its perpetration. 

h 

I Intend to -work to end the use of capital punishment by our 
government. I will work on law cases to this end, and will direct my 
feelings on this matter to legislators and Judges. 
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liy belief that neither the military, govern:i. nt, :v*r i ay ii 


h;ij the right to kill or d violence to another Is reflected In my 


dally life. 


I have participated in numerous public demonstrations against 
the war In Vietnam and war in general since November, 1970. I will 
continue to express my objection to war and the use of violence In 
the future, and will do everything In my power to see that my country 


does not participate In war or violent acts. I have worked and 


contributed money, and will continue to work for political candidates 

(such as Senator MoGovern) who oppose the use of war. As much as 

possible I boyoott products manufactured by the giant war Industries. 

• •• 

I will not purchase products produced by Dow Chemical, General Motors, 

Chrysler, Ford/Phllco since they live off of the Immoral money of war. 

In August, 1970 and Kay, 1970 Z purchased Swedish cars rather than 


those produced In the United States which would feed money to the 
war. In 1971 I sold my stock In a mutual fund which I found supported 


many war lndustlres. I have considered other actions such as refusal 


to pay the federal phone tax, but realized that this would be Illegal 


and hence unfeasible. 


I have discussed the Issues of war, capital punishment, and 
personal vlolcnoe with many people In the past, with the hope that 


1 might convince them that such acta are immoral. Vihon I was an 


Instructor of political science for the Washington Workshops In 


1970 I spent a considerable effort In stressing how evil killing and 
violence Is. I am happy to say that many of my students did reatsesn 
their points of view on this matter. When I Instructed College Law at 
the Gardner School of Business In 1971 I was always available after* 
class to discuss tho nature of violence and war, and was able to 


c 
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*.ivAi'tC** Chi o of iuy ^. .u. o nt- s whci^> L<hou^ u}»\ul k ;i V * ua • '« A . ^ . 

In dally conversations with other Individuals I have and will 
continue to convince people that killing and violence are lateral, 
and that there Is a better way to solve the problems facing us. 

Because I do not believe the government has any right to take 
the life of anyone - even a convicted criminal - I have worked for 
the abolishment of capital punishment. I was active In an effort to 
keep Rehnqulst off of the Supreme Court because of his views cn 
this matter. 

There are a number of other factors In my past behavior which 
demonstrate the consistency of my beliefs which give rise to my claim. 

I have always been very concerned with the welfare of others.' This Is 
evidenced In my participation In the high school service clubs of Hl-Y 
and Key Club; by the fact that Z was chairman of the Red Cross Blood 
Drive at Kenyon College In 1968 and 1969; by my volunteer work with 
Operation Headstart and VISTA. I have always stood on what.I believe in, 
I have never knowingly Injures another person. 



\ 







7 


* WM»j ll liiCiIi UOZ* Of tne Ax** * G**Cc C UC^Ciuu^'iib Ut 
College, Gorbler, Ohio. I would NOT now join the RCTC since it 
contributes to the ultimate military mission. 


(2) I am not a member of any particular church. 

« 

(3) I have been a legal observer for the Mobilisation Against the 
War. I an a member and have participated in many activities of the 
National Lawyers Guild. I have done volunteer work for VISTA and 
Operation Headstart. At the present tine I am Director of the Drug 
Offenders* Rights Committee and Dlreotor of the American University 
Legal Aid Services. 

ft 

d. Letters of reference i 

1* Colonel Samuel C. Wexler 
2. Franklin B. Reynolds 
3* Glenn Gilman 
4. John K. Zwerllng 
5* Benjamin N.A. Kendrick 

6. Jon C. Kinney 

7. V/allace G. Dickson 

8. 3. Brian Willson 
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George W. Coen and Samuel C. Wexlep 
Si 

THIRD FLOOR • dQUITAOLE BUILDING 
LANCASTER. OHIO 43130 

(•uissj-tois 

December 24, 1971 


CEOROE W. COEN 
SAMO ,L C. WEXLER 

EDWARD T. BEERY 


To: Commanding Officer of 

Lt. Charles Jeffery L^ntz 276 46 8026 

, FV 324 91 42 

% 

This letter io written to assist the Investigating 
Officer appointed pursuant to Paragraph 10 of AFR 35-24 
(18 October, 1971) in arriving at a decision as to the 
Conscientious Objector ctatuo of Charles Jeffery Lantz. 

2.1 am an officer in the Air Force Reserve. I served in 
the United States Amy on active duty frem 9 May, 1942, 
f through 31 March, 1946. From 1 April, 1946, until 31 March, - 

i? 52 » I was engaged in the private practice of law in the 

'• City of New York. I was recalled to active duty on 1 April, 

*». 1952, as a Captain in the Judge Advocate General's Depart¬ 

ment of the Air Force and retired therefrom on 30 November, 

■ f .i 1969, with the rank of Colonel. From 30 November, 1969, 

until the present, I have been engaged in the private prac- 
£ tice of lav/ in Lancaster, Ohio. 

, * * 

• ^ the past two years, I have come to know Charles 

,‘j Jeffery Lantz quite well. I am familiar with him and with 

his family background. Hio father is a respected practic¬ 
ing attorney in Lancaster, Ohio, with an outstanding military 
service record in World V7ar II as an officer in the Army 
Air Corps. 

4. my first meeting with Mr. Lantz late in 1969, I 

was extremely favorably impressed with his sincerity, hon¬ 
esty and general character. During our first meetings, he 
expressed a great interest in pursuing a career in the Judge 
Advocate s Department of the Air Force upon his graduation 
from law school. He also showed great interest in the 

military justice problems which were part of his law school 
training. 

5*1 caw him on a number of occasions in the early part of 
19/0, and through the summer months. It was after the summer 
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of 1970 and towards the end of the year that I first noticed 
a marked change it. Mr. Lentz' thinking and beliefs and in 
his attitude towards his impending military service. He had, 
of course, from the outset oi our acquaintance, been vigor¬ 
ously opposed to the war in Vietnam. In the beginning, such 
opposition was cf a strictly localized nature. However, from 
this limited objection to a particular war, his philosophy 
and his thinking have so developed that our later discussions, 
and his present day to day activities, convince me that he is 
opposed to war Lr. any form, and that the. dictates of his con¬ 
science would not allow him to be'a member of any military 
organization. 


5. My beliefs as to the convictions of this highly intelligent 
young man are based not only an ./aat he has said, but also cn 
his activities outside ,oi lav servos!. He has beer, n meeting a 
legal, aid vregmn in L’ashingmr. since farr.ary of '.970, which 
provides assistance to individuals with a rug prao; urns ; me, 
since Mr.y of 1971, he lias been director or tne .•.mencar.. 
University kupal Aid Service, which i urn mhos ieg.il assistance 
for indigent- in the metropolitan ’Wishington area, Inis 
further strengthens my convictions that his Conscientious 
Objector feelings are derp-rootec and arc nr. valid anu deep- 
rooted ?.s 1 hov.gh they were based cr. tranational religious , 
training and beliefs. His feelings certainly are net politic¬ 
ally oriented or bated c m.y cone idemcions of expediency cr 
selfish materialistic d. ires. L believe, very strongly, 
that if he were called tc nerve on active duty, his contribu¬ 
tion to ths. hir Force wet U be ixtrer.e’.y 1 imitea nr..2 his in¬ 
fluence cn younger and mor. impressionable airmen, oceansc 
of his intelligence and grant sincerity, could ^eacj to me 
generation of many more problems for the Air Force from others 
already on active duty. 


7. I would he happy to appear at any hearing relative to Mr. 
lantz' application and testify under oath as to the matters 

\ set forth in this letter. 

\ 


r 


r, , 

: <• ( j . v> . 


Samuel C. Wexlcr 


7"h 


053-01-5SC 


Colonel, USAF (Ret.) 
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.January 20, 1972 


Commanding Officer e* Lt. Charles Jeffery Lantz 
276 66 8J?n FV 324 9142 


Subj: Lt. Lantz's Application for Consc lentous Objector Status 


Dear Sir: 


I am writing this letter as a former Naval Officer, trd JS a 
person wit! very close personal knowledge of Charles Lantz's activities 
ana moral beliefs. I have lived in the same house with Charles for the 
past seven months and l believe that I can attest tn his deeo-searod 
sincere belief in the absolute saner icy of human life as well ns anyone,. 

• .1 

I served as nr active ducy Officer in the U. S. Navy from •' 

September 19o5 to ^zbr-iary 19'>9, and I an presently in the* Unaod State*- ’ * 
Naval Reserve (Standby reserve). I r * honorably Jischargec -rom active 
duty *s a Lieutenant Junior Grade, and have been subscnuently recormendec 

:° r .^”f Clon to . During my active duty status I se -ved in 

the ..obile Fiver ir.« Assault Force in the^II Corps area o; South Vietncm 
; .om January 19), enroigh the Tet Offensive of L9':S. i was a-,., -ded a 

°r Conawr.o.itior. from my C 0 tr.mu-.din 3 Officer, a Now Achievement Medal 
with combat , citation, and was rc..omnondej for the Now CoanencTacior. 

• x-dai for the Services waich I porforuoc in Vietnam. i then completed 
•ny tour of active uuty as Protocol Officer for Hear Admiral N.V. CLrd 
Commander Mine I areas. Pacific Fleet. After discharge, I held a staff 
po -,1 .on witn 1 . r.e • 'Jtior.ai Academy of Sciences, Cotmi rtt-r nr. Undersea 
”" f8 n re - a Posrtion which required ;. fop Secret Clearance. I left the 

I met Uw « h ~‘ « -'»**Uee University, ..-here 

I met Charles when he sou?,! r m. out to ask mo about my military 

f^m r Law C School U he U i ii V ,>C W ° S ael, ' sd " , * J Cc onlCr tlic Air Force upon graduation 
hIm.Mu S b ’ very grave misgivings about this decision, de was 

and hic^ S i flrC in ‘ > ’ui° r VnyS in Wllicl1 1;e could accomodate his personal beliefs 
and his military obligation. C£S 

t * 

decided “* tW ° en ,°“ r cccond and third years of law school, Charles and I 
I did not ho 3 ‘ ,OU£C L p JC t 0Lhcr ' Alth0,, bh I knew him well before this,, 
tho^ h ! DC aW ‘ 1rC thG dL ' ptn of !,is Principles or the effect which 

they hod upon lus everyday actions until this tine. Charles and 1 have had 
umerous very involved and emotional discussions about the "plight of man." 










Page Two 


I know of no one who has more concern for other human beings than Charles 
but ho totally one mio.-ui vocally rejects the us; of any kind of force to ’ 
achieve a goa.. ..o nos stated on innu.r.ert.hle occasions that to kill 

another autnan being only ner,>oti.aces the "myth that mi-ht mak.-u r i-:it " 
and inexorably rushes hack the day when oil conflict-;: can he settled 
without lOrcc. Mule agreeing with Mmrlus in principle, as £ think 
all men do, I have tried to convince him that when faced with violent 
- oue wst sC'-'.-.f i-.os us- force to e:vi { r ‘li ms , • * ^ . j. 

"you have lowered yo u-.;,-!: cc lie animal Level , ana have ^oietLc 'che 

hun.an mind os t.ie key to solution." ;ie so vs •‘his w*l „r!i - - n ,,< ► 

and fervor t»ot 0,0 h.. to sd„i« ar.d respect the «^o«o of^U dicfston. 

since he feefs‘fhev“lf ^stcW ‘l [“Z *“* ‘'iV ?• f«... 

.*!*• «■«•- '•■»» irk J r tr:T'f.-"; i = vi i :er,'^:;^f:: , 

sverstorro n -he a V i-'‘ n nC; ‘" r t= ‘ • -™r store the? hU 

aversion to vht .i.Uvtry way ; s so stror.;- that Z do not boli-v-. r: -- i,e 
couid ot at all effect vc as an Air fores officer. Sven che'most i -no -i t 
seeming duties of an officer would conflict with his own 

• the^AT^Force ? 11 ^ 6 ^ 

s-a =s ,r 

Its work in tut ;,.t. cover'V 1 -v' , "' Tl '\ cy - n *;“ : >dUy reel.-. Ir.td for 

d irectcr of the Dr, , Offlnderi' si “• i '° 

organisation givir.- reerf 'j-lv'r » . ~ J - cs„.i., 

drug abuse e i , ‘ ?er * ecri trouble oecausc of 

Vietnam and hi - ri . ‘ OU * 5 < -'?P°- lijnc *>• Che American involvement* ir 

yieunam and has played wjor part ir. ma-v n e rhr. _ , 

here in Washington, D ^ 1 have r-*n > • *" ” Wt,r demonstrations 

tactics of some de^nst^oL , ,° S strenuously condemn the violent 

American involvement in Vietnam. ^ L ° acCl:>ns of thos,:; wno direct the 

absolute ^\Vy in ni\lTV^V *' 3 t?U * *■ t*. 

takes is a manifestati^^f this £ t'™* 

him and is evident ir. all facets of r.i* life. “ tA0Z cwtrois 

be enable ^ mUiCar *’ Chjrles 

vinced of this fact. f "" Air 1 ° rce 1 am truly con- 


January 20, 1972 


Sincerely, 



Franklin 3. Reynolds 
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CAW OKr ICES 


John IvKNNsrnr Zwkkling 

F». O. OOX 234 
110 NORTH ROYAL STREET 

ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22313 


(70jl I)4*t50a 

February 4, 1972 


ARLINGTON OJ F»CC 
•034 NORTH CLLVCLANO 
ARLINGTON. VmGiNlA 122o» 
••••7COO 






Commanding Officer of 

Charles Lantz, SAN 276 46 8026 
FV 324 9142 

Dear Sir: 


background is briefly as follows: I air* presently 
a practicing attorney, a member of both the Virginia and Dis-" 
tnct of Columbia Bars. Prior to entering Law School in 1967, 
x served two (2) years on active duty in the United States Navy, 
My highest, rank while on active duty war. chat of Lieuton*nt 
(junior grade) , and when I was finally discharged last ver.r 
my rank Wc.s Lieutenant. I served on the USS Union /ska- 106) 
where I was a department head. My title was 3oat Crouc Com¬ 
mander and we conducted a sizable number of amohibicus*landings 
in Viet Nam. 


T hcive known Mr. Lantz for ever two years, during 
which time I have had the opportunity to work closely with him 

on a legal aid program called The Drug Offenders Rights Com¬ 
mittee. . 3 


Mr. Lantz is a very bright voting man and 
quality work when doing something he believes in. 
trate this point, I might mention that as a result 


does high 
To illus- 
of his 


genuine concern for the welfare of others, .Mr. Lantz has con- 


^^•^■kuteo great ceai or ms mme anc effrorts tc the le~e^ 
aid program at the American University Lav/ Scuodl v;hich*hc 
new attends. As a result of his ability and dedication, he 
has become Director of the Legal Aid Program. 
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Commanding Officer of Charles Lantz 
Page 2 

February 4, 1972 
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1 believe that ii Mr. Lantz had entered the armed 
services two years ago when I first met him, he would have 
become a fine junior officer*. However, over Lhe past year and 
a half, I have observed a gradual change in Mr. Lantz' beliefs 
and attitudes coward the role of the military and as he would 
put it "the uselessness and immorality of war." 


I know Mr. Lantz too well to believe that he is not 
sincere in his beliefs. This attitude is reflected in his 
daily life. He has a great regard for human life and human 
rights and while he has beer, involved m anti-war activities, 
he has always been dedicated to the principles of non-violence 


I do not feel that with his present conviction, he 
would be an asset to the military and I am quite convinced that 
going on active duty would tear Mr. Lantz apart inside. 


I earnestly hope that Mr. Lantz' aoplication for 
Conscientious Objector statusi is 'favorably received a.nc; that 
he is allowed to serve his fellow countrymen in the way he is 
best equipped, that is providing competent legal services to 
those who cannot otherwise afford such service. 


JKZ:hs 





■> 
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December 21, 1971 


TO TH3 COMMANDING OFFICER OP L?. CHARLES J. LANTZ 


Dear Sir: 

_ w *** writin S this letter on behalf of Charles «T. Lunts. 

I have been a close friend of Chuck's ever since v;e be~on la-/ 
school at the American University two and one-half years axo. 

~ v;e ---st -tet. ever. l.xuyh he had - : \e doubts, Chuck 

J nat "‘ e wr n c - 1 t'-tcd to cer_onr. cone kir.i of ailitarv sc-r- 

thls c ° u :‘- ' r ”* As tine passed however, his beliefs and 
attitudes cane ful_ circle, 

. , Chuck developed to the point where he was sickened bv the 
violence that, m his opinion, is systematically t'-^petrote- on 
innocent people by the military machines of th^wc^Idt 

or §^ ni ^ d senseless slaughter, he became active in 
ao pities in -ho United States. He- devoted 

i\ary pr^is!?icL: ^ °’ 3nti “ War ' ^i-nil- 

■thP were not and arc net confined exclusively to 

fliet S Jar, out extend to the full range of world con- 

Irel^Adf Bangxa Dech ana Biafra to the Middle Sant and Northern 

aq «hS 5?°5. does , no - vi ?" his **lie?s as mere abstractions, but ‘ 
s guides ^or action, ^ts activities with the - lob*li-^tio^ *o 

SfenSe -ti^’f? 0 I;&tioRal ^^Ters Guild Masi Arrest 

ar^ESlStft S ^IhsSSg&.f lBf ?“ Rolief “ c ctherE 

C^uck is°no^ q5 c 1? ar: V,fone who would use violence to end violence 

^o^oomplishlhSS/ 0 ^ stLin? 9 ^- ^ 

-c-v/, ..e Uoes its to o_s as hid. wo a sens be l' £■»-- r p- It. 

to the ^weapons of death sr.d destruction. ' * * a " ir *’~ 

life that he vir-v.-, v-.~ T cr . -e sancticy of r.u,;.r 


c *V 8 5? * ope this letter :v/ill be of Sl/Ln Eg 11= 
and°way li||f° tanC tnG deptn ^sincerity of Chuck 1 '/ideals 


Sincerely, 

*••✓- < b- 7 


,.y 


Glenn Giiraan 
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Wallace o. dickson 

OKNJAMIN N. A. KENDRICK 
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i aw oi ri< i:s 

DICKSON N UK NO KICK 

Tin: RADIO III II.DINO 
2030 NORTH SIXTEENTH STUCI'T 
A.^LIXOTON. VA. awoi 


roo 030-0000 


February 4, 1972 


The Commanding Officer of 

Charles J. Lantz 276 46 8026 

J . 

*■ 

//* 

Dear Sir: 

IN 

‘ My name is Benjamin Kendrick. I am engaged in che 
private practice of law in Northern Virginia with the.firm 
of Dickson and Kendrick. Mr. Lantz has asked me to write 
a letter of reference on his behalf. I am most anxious 
, and^pleased to do so. 

•* a 

I have known Mr. Lantz for approximately one and one- 
half years both socially and in the capacity as an employer 
since he has been my law clerk for the past year, During 
this period i have had numerous occasions to ciscuss a variety 
of topics and a multitude of issues ranging from his basic 
religious beliers to the war in Vietnam. Mr. Lantz has anpearea 
to be one or the most sincere and intense voung nor 1 have ever 
met. This applies to his approach and resolution of everyday 
practical problems and his basic moral and religious values as 
well. . . ... . 

V 

Mr. Lantz's most stringent religious belief is that the 
killing of another human being is immoral. Mr. Lantz does 
not follow any orthodox religion, rather, the religious be¬ 
liefs he sanctions are the values which govern his daily 
life. One example that stands out, in my mind happened in 
Washington, D. C. during the May Day (1971) demonstrations. 

I volunteered to serve as a legal observer and advisor. Mr. 
Lantz was participating in a demonstration at the Department of 
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Justice that resulted in confrontation with the police. How- 
ever » as strong as his feelings are against war, Mr. Lantz 
withdrew iron* the demonstrators and avoided the confrontation. 


M r 

solving orobi 


cfuses to rest to violence as a means of re- 
is or conflicts wr.cther they be personal or on 


:/!i r. 


a national and/or international level. While he finds violence 
repulsive r do not think it would be proper to label him a paci- 
^e ^- s a totally passive person. In ny judgment, 
and based on the many timer, we nave discussed this subject, 1 
believe he can and would physical 1) resist someone threatening 
his person with physical harm. . Kis resistence would take the 
form of withdrawal, as was the case in Washington, D. C. , or to 
subdue the aggressor but under no circumstances would he kill 
or cripple another human being. 



r: 


I am convinced that Mr. Lantz is opposed not only to the 
Vietnam but to any and ail wars because of deep reli u 
gious views which he believes in. It is his belief that de¬ 
fense of one's country does not and should not be based upon 
mass destruction or killing of other peoples; he feels that 
civilized man should be above*that. 

* 

If I can be of further assistance please do not hesitate 
to contact me. 


BNAK:am 



I 

Benjamin N. 


// 

A. Kendrick 



r •• 



• * Ll ■ 

. M ? .Y: 
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WASHINGTON OFFICE 
1419 H Street, N.W. 

Washington, D. C. 20C05 
(202) 347-7^27 

.Commanding Officer of 
» fcharles J, Lantz 
46 8026 


January 14 , 1972. 


Dear Sir, 

,» * 

I had an opportunity•to gain a fuller understanding of 
, • Lantz's feelings and beliefs when he spent part of 
last summer at ny ’none. Although I had- known Hr. Lantz 
deior . x had no more than a superficial understanding 
of the nature of his beliefs. 

/ * 

ChucrC is opposed to participation in any ■/a' 1 " c" any 
form of “organized violence" as he views it* He 
refuses to admit that the power and right to v;a~e 
war is a necessary and logical extension of this 
•nation's diplomatic policy to preserve its national 
T. res ^ s throughout the world, I cannot share all 
of hr• Lantz's beliefs concerning war, ' s o-~ wh*le 
war Is always unfortunate it may be socetimes'necessary 
if not inevitable. 

Chuck's beliefs should almost be classified as more 
emotional and religious than logical, He would rot 
De able to participate in any activity ir. the Air 
;° rc ®,; J l?p ch directly or indirectly might result in 
-ne kilxing or mr*ming of other individual:.. I cel 1 eve 
chat the continued presence of hr. Ir.ntr: in'the Air"** 
rorce i£ highly nnccsiraslc. lie has agonized over unis 
sic-ua^ion for at least the last nine sfonths and I am 
corcain that if this application is denied the moral 
questions -would only be heightened, while Chuck 
would in no way over be intentionally disloyal to 
nis country, h:s feelings against war and the "war 
machine have evolved to a point that he could not 

HA n ^i e ?A l0 “ S i y in Oily organization which 

he considers to be committing murder. 

I sincerely hope that Mr, Lantz's application for 
conscientious objector is granted in*' at I feel it 
would bo not only in his best Interest but also 
that of the Air Force. 


Uo**rd of Directors 

Mrs. Johrmic Tillmon 
Mrs. Uc,ii.i)t Smdcrt 
Mrs. M.irqorct H«:ycs 
Mrs Anrjio Matos 
Mrs M,wif,n K»tM 
Mrs. M.vmc Itlakuly 
Mrs K*iy Hiirtoy 
Mrs. Grr..irtii.c firmth 
Mrs. Oorothy DiM.v.-.io 
V... Aldan Ur own 
Or. George A. Wiley 
Mr. Robert W. Ostrow 
Or. Kenneth B. Clark 
Or. Richard A. Cloward 
John E. Marcuseo 


Timo’.ny J. fampion 
Exacutiva Director 


Sincorely, 


*V" 


r mm 

Jon C, Kinney 

Reginald Heber Smith Fellow 
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. * •’*. # * • 
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DICKSON KI-:M)KM('K 

TIIH IlMIHt liril.lflMi 
^unuNoKTH sixm .vm sn<n: r 
AUl.INCiTON. V.v L'y-’Oi 

W.UJ^CIi ti. DICKNOX - 

BKViJAMH. X. A. KKMJHK'K TIM O:. 1 Ci*. 

December 9 , 1971 



To: The Commanding Officer of Lt. 

Charles J. Lantz; SSAN: 276 46 8026 
FV 324 91 42 

Re: Lt. Lantz*s application for conscientious 
objector status 


* have been a practicing attorney in Northern Vir¬ 
ginia for the past eight years. I served in the Air 
Force from 1951 to 1955 and received an Honorable dis¬ 
charge. From 1966 to 1970 I served as a member of the 
Virginia House of Delegate. 

For the past year I have employed Charles Lantz as 
a law clerk in my Arlington office. Through day to day 
contacts I have come to know Charles quite well, and have 
great respect for his honesty and sincerity. 

1 can justifiably say that Charles is guided by a 
moral code which controls all of his daily activities. 

He has been involved in a number of humanitarian acti¬ 
vities such as his legal aid work which demonstrates his 
desire tc help people. On numerous occasions we Viave 
discussed his objection to violence and war. I have never 
seen him act or talk in a way which would demonstrate that 
he would participate in violence. Violence seems to be 
incompatible to his basic nature. The idea that he might 
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be involved in a war oriented military organization causes 
him great distress since such involvement is inconsistent 
with his belief in the immorality of killing. I am con¬ 
vinced that his oeliei is very sincere, that it ^s based 
on ethical and moral princinles which control his life. 

y / 
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Very truly yours,. 


/ / 
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. V 


/. 
/ • 


/ / ■///"• ' y»- 

////?/''i't ' “ /V 1/’/ i 

/ 'Wallace G. Dickson 
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451? puo Street., N.W. 

t Washington, D.C. 20007 

January 13, 1972 

ATrLVxICfl: The Carraraing Officer of Charles J. Lnntz 276 46 C(P6 

/ 

T * ^ ' Chuc^" for c.hout 16 iron this, having first net him j.n Fonterbor 1°70 vhen 

ecn^ercu /noriccin University bav School after ccrnle-ting a 4 year stint in the Air Force 
”; 0 ° r ,? ,jr ^ irst topics of conversation involved military service, this hc’rg rruito under-” 

1 vf j " St ?eo f racal ftS a Captain from the Air Force, and Chuck was vet fac 
and lvliefs lwkJrV obligataon * * > ' 5 * ~ result, I have become ejuite familiar v»:th '-'is foolincs 

'V own mi lit up* cix-r icrccs included a wri.ct.v of nonitiorr., one hing an officer in 
charge of a combat security police section rer^siW.o for -crater sonuri*, of a 4" 

l*h e '' IP ' th<? 1J-rlxllateiv Preceding 2 veers, I hid hoer. < secisritv police 
d J hear<nua f tGrR carr, -T d <* insrvectcr general* off! t erd -ad keen nro 

gr^-o v developing beliefs and -colings of r.y cwr. re tar lire Vietnam i r ■' ’"j' ar, ni hi- 

gcn ^f al# ^ r ---’ ~ ole specifically. Aleut halfway throve.: ; vear ati**, 

Z™ y **?“' aW * “ V K ' licfR 1 developed, I vis a si—- ; ohi^or ror- 
tain-.v to participation ir. the Vietnam var, and orobab.lv to an'- fix* cohr.-.* ivr? >- 0 'c -in ->rv 

<»cccy-ive*officer at T? * blcssir ^ to haV5 my filial/vear as ? irrooly squadron 

^iveo.fxccr at a Touislara air dealing with the racial oroblcr.s oM.erio,-^ k- 

— rel ^ to « ccnJvitive type train- 

• 

1 th “ rhuck ' s lx = lirrs ‘ iin«w» o"Jcc-1nn 

tha =conv -ja ?P.r, -‘yi'l-' J“ u “y 1 * ' culfl no: r ’ rcauirro tc odart.'re 

rTr , r . .*\r*7v , - £v ' t J a - jCfsol, t spoc*ajlv -is ir.volvc.inr-. u a forr-vl oro- 

S*- ^ V* “t -ndivit.uaIs eyerie, ring true, rrrobl-rs, and ir. nrovidir,/, -rro, r yv-Vf-V 
_ rU1 ^■srvicos, lor.. .Hv.sic.oirce to indigent die- -s in wts*-'- <•»- » i c i 

*fce. !a *0 Muc h.: could, M we.,*. OTK ;: <rVr» .wv'of'kri-J, Wl 

%2*Lj5,t r sltl ” : ' i '- *> »*t Uxvl .^sUtenec » ninilt £ a™ 

/ . .f l. cc.ild lx: aiTonged as an alternative to r.ecrula: railitarv service. 

hoping that this letter is helpful, i an 


Very truly yours, 


QA; 

'-vV 


//A n./w 

S. Ilrian Willson 
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DEPARTMENT Or THE AIR FORCE 

HEAOQUARTtHS. 1ST COMPOSIIC WING (HQ COMO. USA?) 
ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE. WASHINGTON. O C. 20J1I 


RCi>LV TO _ . . 

ATTROF. D.ilQS 6 November 1072 

— Investigating Officer’s Report - a?U 33-24 (lbt Chari- J 
Lantz) 

761 1st Comp Spt Cd/CC 

1. On Friday, 3 iTtvc.rdr r 1972 at 'C-2C ho'.— U* Chr -ju- 
. . Lantz, 27fl-46“.9o2-'> > appeared V.< for 2 1 .. ; 0 - a hoiriV- on 

li.t, a?PJ.icatr.on :or .-or a ration Jr or.. th * bir 'oreo Re vt 

by reason of onn.cianciot, object.on. hr Uatz was net 
accompanied by^counsel although h- pcrsonall-' vo^d bo con¬ 
sidered qualifiec counsel as a* .tacticin> actornc-v v - 
plained tnat^thr- purpose of the bearing-van lc afWhir’ 
an oppose amt j to present any csvicer.ee he d -.p.'reS h, ■-.-t 
. or his application; ::c enable me *,c ascertain *nu a w'iT 
al^relevant fact; ; ro create' a co.nprohersive -ecoru: ■, (’ 
to racilitate an incouco t<?co:-*:endn.:iop by nc inv* ti • tin- 
officer and an equal ly infotated decision on the 0 . the ‘ 

rinal reviewing and approving authorities. He , tata<* in 
the nature and the purncio of the bearin' was con ^ «. C »*V*' 

, n»nnort°hi ^ hj * :'u d ° ffnred no additional evidence 11 ' 

“ . ? s ca,ce other than that contained wit'* Mr; inili- 

*' .'?* applicant was the aole vitne.*a at the hecr'rs h<- 

free -V vlllin 3C' • •••Mnitted tc questioning under o’*?-- 
provide., sworn test ir.onv that co-re spondee te the 

entry <nto^‘ " **PHeatf?r.. reaffirmed tint mo- M< 
k ■ P-w.-ac.uint duty a.aJ coitoUtion or .y 
• ? rai ™ ig ’ ne ~«3t oanfiv.ly that the m-nr .p .... 

I™*:?** *** ^*‘Cornc,. rH f# condition c^n 

»• *iC ? C. V 1 *.. f!(t ^ . f ’ * *'** p ^ 

- scnal cor,var:crio-. with > ? '--d .' *'"* . 

iw -ha current -.c;.;li«t ui* 0 ; /i -- u,,. _ .•':** 

further solic’if-*-■ w v ^ ^ t ‘** r * i;<: 

ar.c his exT>o-r--*-c vir. v^ “**. . ^ • ' * sr, . ul * tor ‘ • -• 

demonstration to -"-e >■ --‘ ^ l 5 I1C 

in his former c^r-t - i-r "rv 1 c ‘ lc -'V~ ■* be lave 
, -- 1 * -7.it c:n- r.'t.ta, ot wi- i-s'-i r-.-.w : 

feels that U^ould’be^uo^'iMc 5 ° Jj;tron - he 

capacity as part of 


A7 >■ -n 

'4oi 


OR 0 5iv - ly 

the ; 

tre means just if j "»d *■; • 

co-.cernov. 


'1 ton o' ti .iii c'rr 0 1 ' 

•icvcrt," ') 

• ! . 

*cr..i.e r “ ttroett: i e >* - 

-with ;V 

'i ;•> *’ r 

'..to a.- i-cr i?t2- ,-'v <>. 

-La.- Mi. 


'.vicMo n. - a^aiti: t -»r * .. 
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unshakably convinced tint chore i: a better way of re. Giv¬ 
ing differences of opinion, be it it tV c international, 
national, local, or i:\di dual level and pro rents thought 
provoking arguments in support of bis tlioorie . lie ia 
"idealistic" to a fault and . omewl .at of an "utopiin dreamor", 
incapable of accepting the realities of the real world and 
life in general, i am personally convinced that he will de¬ 
vote his life in attempting to rapidly change the sociologi¬ 
cal evolution that we all hope for but know will require 
centuries to take place, 

3. After a thorough review o; the entire record and a rather 
comprehensive hear.!ng, it is r.y conv.idertu opinion that .'it 
Lantz has more chan demon-trated the tinccri-ty cf 1: is beliefs 
and convictions and couVd no:: r ujction ,ff;ctj.vel} or other¬ 
wise in the military. 1 feel strongly teat permitting h ha tc 
oursue his ore.ent no: Irion of providing Ivy" counsel to the 
needy will be of mu. h greater benefit to thr. country man 
could possibly be. enpceced should he be cvuuiret to nerve in 
the military. Tir.i. is a highly intelligent ind I «*i<hnl vho 
left* to his own devices, will no doubt leave hi; mark ov. 
society. 


> ~ t 


t 

.«' 


:\ 




4. Strongly rc-comm>nd that Lt Chur 






j. Lantz to gruntei 



C-l conscientious objector clarification and further ti at 
he be separatee from the Air fore; rerqrrve 'status with the 
least practical delay. 

JOHN C. BCN TEHPC, Lt Colonel, USA? 

Investigating Officer 
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MALCOLM GROW USAF MEDICAL CENTER 
ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20331 
17 October 197 2 


MEDICAL STATEMENT 

1 • lLt Charles J. Lantz, 276—U6—8026, is being evaluated 
'in compliance vith AFR 35-21* as part of hin application to 
be granted Conscientious Objector status. Lt Lantz was 
. interviewed is t length and his own written statement and 
supporting letters were reviewed. . There is clear evidence 
that Lt Lantz hni) had an aversion to violence since early 
childhood. There is alee evidence that in the past few 
years he has developed strong genuine moral objections to 
war of any hind including the Vietnamese war and hr feels 
that by remaining Affiliated with the Air Force he 
tacitly supports this war. Lt Lantz. strikes mo as a 
sincere, genuine and introspective person who has thought 
deeply and at length about this decision. Although it is 
obvious that he has some difficulty relating to figures of 
, authority end there ere some inconsistencies in his 
thinking and in his principles, there is no evidence at 
the present time for any major psychopathology. 

2. Diagnostic Impression: No symptomatic psychopathology 
of neurotic or psychotic proportions observed at the 

.'present time. * 

r • . 

3. Recommendation: Lt Lantz seems to be genuinely requesting 
Conscientious Objector status in accordance vith his own 

•moral principles and he seems sincere in this request. From 
a psychiatric point of view it is recommended that he be 
granted Conscientious Objector status. 


: o ,; . 


JOHN M. OLDHAM MAJ USAF MC 
PSYCHIATRIST 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
MCAoouAnrcro. ist composite wing ihq como. uv>api 

ANOHCW9 AIR TORCE OA3E. WASHINGTON. O C 10J.1I 



Ch Murphy/2114 

Conscientious Objector Classification 



10 October 1972 


Whom It May Concern: 

1. First Lieutenw: bharles J. Lentz, 27 c-4S-30;.’g, Air Force koservi 
Officer, has come to :.ie requesting aid ir. securing Conscientious Objector 

Classification. 


2. I am very much impressed by this man's character. !;o has como tc on 
unshakeable conclusion that it is impossible for him to participate in 
any sort of killing for any reason. To participate, even in reserve 
status, in the military constitutes a condoning of the killing actions 
which happen in the military. 

3. Lieutenant Lantz's beliefs are so strong that he must take a stand. 

I firmly believe that he is committed to taking that stand, regardless 
of the^ outcome. I therefore recommend that he be given the classifica¬ 
tion which he seeks, and that he be discharged from the Air Force 
Reserve immediately. It will bo of benefit to both Lieutenant Lentz 
&r.d the United States Air Force to grant this request. 

# 

Atu nuu. id- 

tocmas v;. murfhy, Cn, Jusaf 4 

Protestant Chaplain 


< 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
-- 

CHARLES J. LANTZ, 

Petitioner NOTICE OF MOTION 

-against- Civil Action 

No. 73 C 1288 

ROBERT C. SEAMONS, JR., 

Secretary of the Air Force 

Respondent. 

-- 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that upon the annexed memorandum 
of law and upon all the papers heretofore filed herein, the 
Federal defendant will move this court before the Honorable 
Mark A. Constantino, United States District Judge, Eastern Dis¬ 
trict of New York, on the 28th day of September, 1973 at 10:00 A.M. 
or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard. Courtroom No. 1, 
United States Courthouse, 225 Cadman Plaza East, Brooklyn, New 
York for an order pursuant to Rule 12 (b) (1) and 12(b) (2), Fed. R. 
Civ. P., dismissing the action for lack of subject matter juris¬ 
diction, lack of jurisdiction over the person, and other such 
relief as the Court may deem appropriate. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

September 14, 1973 Yours, etc. 

ROBERT A. MORSE 
United States Attorney 
225 Cadman Plaza East 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
Attorney for Federal Defendant 

BY: __ 

THOMAS A. ILLMENSEE 
Assistant U.S. Attorney 






Lefcourt, Brennan, Cohn & Katz, Esqs. 
640 Broadway 

New York, New York 10012 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 



In the Matter of the Application 

'-A 

• 


of 


73-C-1288 

CHARLES J. LANTZ 

• 

MEMORANDUM 


• 

• 

and 

V. 


ORDER 

ROBERT C. SEAMANS, JR., Secretary 

• 


of the Air Force 

• 

• 

JAN 3 0 1974 

Appearances : 

Frederick H. Cohn, Esq., Lefcourt, Brennan, 

Cohn & Katz, 

Esqs., 640 Broadway, New York City 

10012, 

for petitione 


Hon. Edward J. Boyd, V, Acting U.S. Attorney, E.D.N.Y., by 
Thomas A. Illmensee, Ass't U.S. Attorney, for respondent 

COSTANTINO, D.J. 


This suit is a petition for a writ of habeas 

corpus brought by an unattached Air Force reservist seeking 

review of the denial of his application for discharge as 

a conscientious objector. The respondent has moved to 

deny the petition on the grounds that the court lacks 

subject matter jurisdiction. Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(1), and 
* 

lacks jurisdiction over the person. Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(2). 
The motion is based on the view that such a petition is 
appropriate only in a jurisdiction where the petitioner's 



*■> 
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"custodian" is located. Since petitioner's only contact 
with New York is that it is his domicile, the government 
contends this court has no jurisdiction to hear petitioner's 
case. These contentions call for an analysis of several 
recent cases. Strait v. Laird . 406U.S. 341 (1972); Eisel 
v. Secretary of the Army , 477 F.2d 1251 (D.C. Cir. 1973); 
ftrlen v . Laird , 451 F.2d 684 (2d Cir. 1971); and United 
States ex rel . Harry Applebaum v. Seamans . 365 F.Supp. 1177 
(S.D.N.Y. 1973), and an application of those rulings to 
the facts herein. 

Briefly, the pertinent facts are as follows. 
Petitioner was enrolled in the Reserve Officers Training 
Corps at his undergraduate college and earned a commission 
in the Air Force Reserve. At his request his active duty 
requirement was deferred while he attended law school at 
American University, Washington, D.C. During his law 
school career petitioner became a conscientious objector 
and applied to the military at Andrews Air Force Base, 
Maryland for discharge. After being interviewed there by a 
chaplain and a psychiatrist, and having a hearing there, his 

petition was denied. The letter of notification was sent to 
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petitioner's Flushing, New York address where he has since 
resided. Petitioner subsequently took and passed the New 
York State Bar Examination and is presently employed by 
The Legal Aid Society of New York. 

The Supreme Court in Strait v. Laird , 406 U.S. 

341 (1972), agreed with the Second Circuit's decision in 
Arlen v. Laird . 451 F.2d 684, that the location of an 
unattached inactive reservist's nominal commanding officer 
should not be the only forum for bringing a habeas corpus 
petition, as previous cases had held. Schlanger v. Seamans, i 
401 U.S. 487 (1971). In Strait and Arlen the petitions 
for habeas corpus relief were filed where the petitioners 
resided. In Strait the forum was also where petitioner's 
original application for discharge was filed, where hearings 
were held and where his officers had recommended that he 
be discharged. In Arleri the forum was where the original 
application was forwarded and where hearings were held. 

The Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
analyzed the criteria for determining the proper forum for 
habeas corpus petitions brought by inactive attached 
reservists in Eisel v. Secretary of the Armv, 477 F.2d 1251 ' 
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(1973) . There it was noted that while the Supreme Court 
in Strait denominated domicile as one criteria for 
determining the proper forum, it was not made clear whether 
domicile should be the determining factor. Id. at 1264. 

The court in Eisel held that Massachusetts was the proper 
forum for one petitioner because his "most meaningful 
contacts" were with that state, but went on to hold that 
where another petitioner had moved to New York and had no 
other contacts with New York except domicile. New York was 
a proper forum. In effect the court held that domicile 
was the determining factor in cases of this sort. Judge 
Motley in Applebaum v. Seamans . 365 F.Supp. 1177 (S.D.N.Y. 
1973) followed that interpretation. 

This court, of course, is not bound by either 
Eisel or Applebaum and looks to Strait as the controlling 
decision. Nowhere in that decision is it held that domicile 
is the sole factor for determining th<- proper forum for 
habeas corpus decisions. Viewed against the traditional 
background for determining the proper forum, Schlanger v. 
Seamans , supra , Strait made an exception when there were 

meaningful, military contacts with the forum. The facts 
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here are not so favorable. This court is unwilling to go 
beyond the ruling of the Supreme Court in Strait . 

Accordingly, this court lacks jurisdiction to 
hear the application for the writ of habeas corpus. 
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